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5-2 ARERO S
(B« REBFETED) [2008 4F 12 1 %4]

T—HR—ADRKET — X ORPEBEBROSHIL, —f&iC TREFEETAOFE] D TR,
(1) FHAFEMSPHEIZL 2R E Q) 2AaT7 Vo 7RIk 58I KkBIcE s, ()%, FF
TEDET NV AEARER T 0 O A & RO R EMEDOEEIC LN Z &N TED
B, @ E, FERETAZEREL, A UT Ry NI ET—EREET NV ELTRE
LTW5.

AEITHE, T —F_X—=RAOMEHT T L <ATON DEERERT — 2 125\ TORREROSHTIC
DWNT, (D) SR EMLHEICED5E, Q) Aa7 Vo 7ECLD5E, 2BHT 2.

5-2-1 FHFEHIHEICL 52T
(1) MWST %
Chow and Liu (1968) 2 1%, HERFIRFHER/AN &2 A0 A G W2 W 2 AE T3 5 FiEx
ERELTEY, MWST (Maximuim Weight Spanning Tree) % & FEIEND. W&, NEOBERZE K
25 x = {x, %5, Xy} IZOWT, MWSTIRIZBLTO LBV THD.
(1) HxbnfeTr—2 80, NWN—1) 2 HOFTXTD 2 DOEHRT (BEMES) 12O
T, AN HRE

1) =) px)n
Xi%j

EZRD 5.
Q) b RERHEHBREOME T 2 >OHERMO L, Katkd e T5.
(3) W—TINRTERNeLIE, WIZKEREEZRINZ, V—T B TEXL5OTHIULEDOR
EHTH.
@) 277 3% N—1HOEINRITND £ THIT 5.
ZOTNIY XLOFEE LT, OTKHFHEE TLOAHWARWZDIL, T—2 b DHEE
NEGTRETE D, QHAEENSEL 0M?) OA—F—Thb, BETFSND. MWST LI
N — DB B E R OMEEZ AR T D2, MEROBEREERTET LT Y XA
Rebane 52 X > TR S TW5 3.
F12, A DT Ry MU — I B OBAT ORFFETIE, o iiiEnr iR R Sh- R E
ELY, MWSTIEZ R Lie FEREEICEREOHERN TEX 2 2 ENMbR TS 9.
(2) PCFILTY XL
MWST R I3 EMER KR TV % B2 AR RS SRR LTl d 2 95, %5 oo [k R BEfR
DIEMEZRHTITEE L VY. Sprites HIZ XV, KV EMRRRBEEBOSGHITFEE LT, UFD LS
RPCEERT NI ZLPBREINTNDS I,
(1) NEOEHKHICT X T A5 &, ZRM0 T T 7 2T 5.
(2) TRTD2ODEHATIZONWTD LR Z TG & U THRMAM LT A R &I, JE
DS D U< IFSRMHEMSLOBEIHEZMETS (L, Fi5 & T 28AKESD
BEODD O TR U AN LRI EMIT A FEITH) ZEICEVFHEEEZEL L

p(xirxj)
P(xi)P(xj)
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TWn5).

B) X Y) &Y, 2) BHET D (X,2) BEEELRVIER (X, Y,2) IZOW\WT, YEFTE L
LTXE ZBRERTHNIE, XoY—Z LRIETSH. F' #Hachm2idohizrs 7
75,

4) DUTZF' ORI EFmST one 725 E Tl .

a:F' IZBWTC, XY BMFEEL, Y—ZHFEL, XL ZRBEL CWinwe &, ¥>Z T
»Hb.

b XD Y~DRAPFEL, X—YBF' IZhbDHE&, XoY &T5.

CIADDERX, Y, Z, W IZBWT Y=Z, W—ZRbHY, X—Y, X—72, X—WRHb L&,
X=Z T 5.

REOEA, 27 v 7 (2) L Q) TOFEREDPEHOB N T3 L THREIBRRE T 256050
DT ENEETH LD, EfMEENEONLIRINIH L. Fio, BERANI T 7 EELN
2D E LRV, HEERIICEGYED b 5 H B A IR T 5 Z LA TE, AOTH
5. Fiz, 2 DOEENEBEDOBIELEBSOBECERIN AL T A% BE Uiz /7 7R8I PAG (Partial
Ancestral Graphs) Z #4595 72 ¥ ® Fast Causal Inference (FCI) 7 /LU X ARRE SN, BIfE
HAFFERRET HALTND 9,

() FEHIEETILIY XL

PC 72V RATH, HOMETEMMICHENZ A <EGAITE, FHEESRRIICH K
LTLE) ZERRRTHoTo. L, BHEMOTRTOENIREONIZERT T 7 hE, —
ODOFEEHEELLEELZITRVWEEDZ Y b E—2RETDH I EICLDBREET IV
=Y XL : SAE (Sequential Arcs Elimination) algorithm 424 LT\ 5 9. Tz X v, FEE
BT BB DEREA—F—ITMA D Z N TED Z LT, R TH, BERRIEFEIC
ZVEREFFOMIE ORI ICHED TH L 2 e ENFHE STV 2.

5-2-2 RaAF7Y TRk BEE
(1) Dirichlet Prior Score Metric (DPSM)

Aa7 Yy B L HFE T, EREISAI VT Ry N ETAVEREL, <A
TRy NI DFMTEERERTA—F L LTRaT Y T EENT L. kb AELR
23T Vo 7R, S EHER ST A —H 05 OFERIGAICLEER A THLIT A L L
DAESGELTT —% X 25 L Lz EOE Bs O THOAGZEH L72LLI T O Dirichlet
Prior Score Metric (DPSM) T 5 7.

p(X|Bs) = f BSP(X|®BS,BS) p(®Bs)d®Bs 2-D

(]

qi , ri-1 ,
i ﬁﬂ F(ni}') 1_[ F(ni}'k )
I(n+ng)is  Tnig)

i=1 j=1

TIZT, mp EB — R (=1, q) HFEHORY — v E Lo DR I(=1, -+, N) DME
k(=01 = 1) 2L 0T TAIETRL, nij 13 nyge [SRHIET DNA R="F A —=F %R
9. DPSM 2R RICTEH_A DT v 3y U —7 OFERESE 2 ERTHIE L. FiZ, DPSM
T =1 @G=1-N, j=1-,q, k=0,,1n-1) (kM) Z2HEELLEHE, &£<
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HMoN K2 T NAIY XADICER S NIcA2T Vo 7rins.
(2) Minimum Description Length (MDL)

RAVT Ry NT—=I DAAT VT D—2L LT, DPSM DA /335 A — K 3§
Tnjpl/2, (=1,-,N, j=1-,q, k=0n-1) LERELTWLEMREZITY Z &I
X -7, LLF®O MDL (Minimum Description Length) 73 < Z b3 T& 5 9,

N qi 711

1(Bs,X) = Inp(Bs) +ZZ Z

i=1 j=1 k=0
ZIT, n= ‘;Llni,- L. XDk, WL, ny = 1/2 OFRMENR XV EE RN, &
2n(lnn)? —n<n' <2mexp(2n) —n THQ-D) KT Z L BGEHA S TN D.

(3) BDe (Bayesian Dirichlet Equivalence)

Heckerman 53 ', K2 (ZEH & 4172 DPSM D/ A /=37 A—4 niy =1 T, Likelihood
Equivalence (151& DB ATRENE & OXIIR) ZFFZ/20WZ LERFEL, / — RIZ2OWTO/NA R
=R A= DEDOFAN—EIZ /2D ZEBFETHL L ERLTND. BIZHAO2—F 0
HIBHEIE Bsh T H & LTAA N T A =2l niy =n'p(e; =k, [[;=j|Bs h) (ZZ T,
n' 1%, equivalent sample size & FEIFAL, (G CTd HHE1E Bsh OFE~OELEZBHRLTND)
%#$2% L, Likelihood Equivalence Z£i5H, = —V OFFiMHE KM I &2 Z L3 TE 5D DPSM
& L C Bayesian Dirichlet equivalence (BDe) &MEATUN%. F72, Buntine'V 2FEICIREL TV
D —HRHEMDADONA R—=3F A—F njy = n'/(riq;) & BDe OF#kEE LT, BDeu (u i%
uniform ® u) EFEATWS. IT4E, BDeu ~DOFEHB T L TEY, &RERI~SA XA FEEHNT
BDeu @ equivalent sample size ZRETHZ L2 XY, b THEIROBWVEERTXH I L
ERHE S TWD O
(4) NPG (Necessary Path Condition) 7JLI1) XL

S EMSIHEE AT ) 7EEHAGDELEFRELREZEINTE Y, NPC

(Necessary Path Condition) & FEZIL TS 12,

N In

nij 2?’: q(r;— 1)
) Bt by,
ij
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5-3 VS RAYVG
(PEE © EHED)) (2000 4 11 7 5]

7 IALN T, HENPUDERSNY VIO REE GEERE) ko0&, 5z
Ent#/7w$A%w<ow@7w— ICHEIT B FEORK T, ZhET, it MR
B, RNE =R, NTHEBE, T4~ A= T O TERA RTIENREREIN, ITSHE
nTna b,

7 TAE Y UTHBOKY T, BF, 2—7 Vv REMEDOR (X7 k) T35
B, HET =2V R vy I Y U TNVEMBETHI TAZ ) T FIEBREIN TN S.
BZIE, B TNRTTT70 ) —RESLLTEZADLR, /— REODO VU > 7 O#EGEBGRICES
T T AR TFERDD 2.

P TNVEED = {x;, -, 2y TR L, B iy I D EBL 70 FIE T d 2 BRI 5 <
B2 7 A4 ) 7T, 2207 7 ALMEMZERL, | 2OV T AhbibE NI T
AR EEMEE U, &b 7 T AXBREEN/ NSV 2 oD 7 T AKX ZFRHFEL, BN T
ALREERRD D

FERT MNEMNGET RO F A2 v 7 FEORETIEEL LT Kmeans ERH 5.
P TNELR D=, xy IZH L, K HOZ T AZRELENLRLIRELERY =

Oy} BEAT D, FrThx ka—s Uy FEREEd(x,y,) =[x -y 2888 7

673%&j’ﬁﬁéﬁé&m5»~»ﬁ%w,D@gﬁ%%m%mKﬁﬁié.@ﬁ,K@
TR N E . Y 2 RAO B OR/IMEE & L TiES .

N K
J(D,Y) = ZZd(xi,xj) (3-1)

i=1 j=1

FRAMBEEIL, DEHREd DL & TREBIEET S YA RO TNDL I E LR TE L. OF
v, XK@ DI, NEDORT v K HORT MV TERRRET 27 s b T
(L&A KT, K-means {EOEAEKHFIEZ LTI RT.

(1) kfBD 7 T 252 OIRER vy, -, yx ZHUET S

(@) xpi=1,,NIZxL, x % d(x,y;) BB/ 72D jICEID Y TA.

3) B L, REH~DOERYTOEIN 2T IUTKT. Sba<iE, $AELOEEZORSE

IZEID B ToNEY T VOFHEE LTHEHL, AT v 7 2~

ERT7TAITY XL, FTPERT D, KNG ) O/ MEEZ 525 Y BELNLRGETR L,
AT v 7 1 ORFROYYUEI T BFTEGE IR T 5. #5340, K-means {EOFERIE
WIMERREICKRE HKFET D, ZOVMHERTFEEE R T D 720 ORI FIEBIREINT
W53,

Kmeans {£ T, P2 s S 220 7, $bb, £ unings—o07
TABIZPRERONIFRT HZ LI DD, K7 T AX~OIRBE LR L U TE MRz
JIAZY T FEELHD. LUT, ZHICHOWTHERRT 5.

J7TAEDY TN x BN pi(x; 6;) BODOEBYELRET DH. 2T, 6,137 T A
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B DOETINGAIDONRT A—ReRKY. 7T AXDRELE a;,-,ax (a,— 20, = 1) =l
HE, U x DAL

K
P(x; ©) =Za,P,-(x; 6;) 3-2)
j=1

EEF D METHIE, FEHERET L, £F, (0,0, ay) 28T A—F LT 5L (K IH)
GIATTY T AR jERIRL, IRWT, D7 T AL OERIA P(x; 6;) h 54w 7L x NAERR
SNTEETD. ZOXH, BROERGHANORDMEFEET VEIRGET VEMES. B
BET N ORERREIHE T 2 ERNAMPSHIIE U TREINS.

RENNT A= 0 ={ay, -, ay, 0y,,0¢} 1T, REHEEHECESS, HIKKME =0,
Yo =10bLT, WOMELEEBOREAHEL L TR bh5.

N N K
L(O;D) = logﬂP(xi; 0)= Zlogz a;Pi(x; 6)) (3-3)
i=1 -1 =

Lﬁa%%#mﬂix~&®uﬁbﬁﬁ%@z:,%Ut%f%<’&if%f Za—hkv
572 & OIERIEAERRLE CHRRINCIRL 2 LR DN, BEET KT 5 & 0 fifFile T 2
—ZHfEEE L LTEM 703 XA REL THS.

NRIA—BHEMEO LT DHE, VT x DI TAE j ~DIFBELRERIL, A A)N—

NED PGl =B (50)/P(x;07) LAETE, %77 AL ~ORIBENHANIFH T

5. B2 T AR Y U T B E T HGAE, x B FERMERSRAO jIZE DS T
X ERESME L CEZHGMET NVEMWET DL, XET — X OHGEMBLT — X D X 5 728
EF—2 Dy TAZ) L TIUGATE, K, T4~ A =T ORHT, XAEBEEZAF—,
BE, BURRED Ny 7Ly FAZ N VT HFEE L TCIORGET AT r—F R HN
LTINS, ET,REETNAT 7a—FIZBIT2IRAE K 13D 50 COREIN D0, T4,
JURT AN o I R_ REOKSAAT, 77 AZ ) 7R CHEBIMICEY /R K 2R 5 2
ELAHETHD.
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